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THE 0. K. W, 
(THE COMMISSION CONVENED AT 1000 HOURS.) 
GENERAL HANS RHINEHARDT, a witness, took the stand and testified 
as follows: 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued) 
BY DR. LATERNSER 
Q Witness, I want to ask you me more cuestion concerning the Affidavit 
‘No. 14 which was presented yesterday by the Prosecution, an affidavit signed 
by the Gereral of the Police, von dem Bach-Zelewski. I quote from the top of 
page 3. He says: "It is without a question that both the Army formations 
and the formations of the SS and Police went far over their goal with these 
counter measures. In the general discussions which Schenkendorff carried out, 
this fact was found to be true time and time again." I would like you to tell 
me what you did or what you ordered if you found out that in anti-partisan 
warfare some of your troops went over the ordered measures or beyond the 


ordered measures, 


CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Excuse me a minute. I would like to hear again 


what was quoted from the affidavit. 


(Court reporter read the quotation from the affidavit.) 


CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: ALL right. 
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A When soldiers were responsible for measures that were not ordered 
during these anti-partisan activities, then I had them disciplined severely. 
I do not know what happened in the areas of General Schenckendorff or 
General von dem Bach, 

Q Can you give us a special example as to how you acted against any 
kind of excessive measures by your troops against the partisans? 

A I do not remember any specific examples from memory but the Court 
Martial records of the army could tell you about them, 

Q On page 4 of the affidavit No. 14, General von dem Bach-Zelewski states 
as follows and I quote: "During the fall of 19,3 virtually the entire border 
between the Army Group North and Army Group Center was occupied by a strongly 
led partisan unit, On my partisan map I designated this area as a partisan 
republic. Both the Army leader of the Vitebsk Area, that is General Rhinehardt, 
as well as I, reported these dangers in memoranda, These memoranda were ex- 
changed between the Commando Staff Reichsfuehrer-SS and the O.K.H." General, 
I want to ask you whether you too sent a memorandum to the Reichsfuehrer-SS? 

A Without a doubt you are speaking here of the partisan area south of 
Polotzk, which I already talked about. I pointed out the dangers of this 
partisan group several times in memoranda to higher headquarters and asked for 
reserves in order to combat these men. However, my memoranda went only to 
General Field Marshal von Kluge, my superior officer, I never reported it to 
the Reichsfuehrer-SS, 

Q The Prosecution also presented yesterday Affidavit No. 24, USA 565 


of Colonel Polin, and I quote from this statement: "I was at the beginning of 


the war, First General Staff Officer of the 17th Armored Division." I skip a 


few sentences wherein the person who wrote this affidavit, that is, Colonel 
"This Decree 


Polin, talks about the Commissar Order, and now I quote again: 
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was for all formations of the Eastern Armies." I would like to ask you now, 
according to your military knowledge, whether a First General Staff Officer of 


an Armored Division can give this kind of far-reaching information, that is, 


information thet the Commissar Decree was meant for all formations of the 


Eastern Armies? 

A In itself, a First General Staff Officer of a Division cannot judge 
a matter like that. However, it is possible that the distribution on this 
Decree was marked to all formations or all units. 

Q In other words, he could have seen from the distributon that this Decree 
was being distributed and where it was being distributed. Did he, as First 
General Staff Officer of a Division, have the possibility to see whether or not 
this order was carried out on the entire front? 

A No, he did not have that possibility and the best proof of this is 
that the Decree was not passed on to all army formations and therefore he 
did judge wrong. 

Q Was a division on the front informed of the position of the neighboring 
divisions? 

A No, just the opposite. ie only found out what was absolutely necessary 
for ar district, on order of the Fuehrer himself, in order to keep it secret. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: You mean you did not know what divisions were on 
your right and on your left? 

WITNESS: That we knew but we did not know their intentions or their 
duties. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: You mean you did not know the plans of the divisions 
on the right and left? 

WITNESS: I knew the plans of my division, yes. 
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CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: But you did not know the plans of the divisions on 
your right and left? 

WITNESS: No, I was not informed in detail of the plans of the neigh- 
boring divisions. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: You were not asked whether you were informed in detail. 
You were asked whether you knew? 

WITNESS: Not always. — 

DR. LATERNSER: I would ask for orientation concerning the knowledge 
of one division about the plans and intentions of neighboring divisions from 
the standpoint of the one division. 

WITNESS: The division did not have any information concerning this. 


CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: I think the witness is testifying to general affairs. 


The question is whether a General Staff Officer of one division would know the 


plans and operations of divisions on either side. If the witness is testifying 
to a general practice he should not be talking about his own division. 

DR. LATERNSER: I am finished with the questioning on this chapter. 
BY DR. LATERNSER: 

Q You answered yesterday, to a question of Dr. Kempner, that you were put 
in charge of the provisional staff that was to prepare for a landing in England. 
What did this staff think of the possibilities of a landing like that? 

A The action was, in our eyes, extremely difficult. I considered the 
possibility of success as being very small. 

Q Did you let your superiors know of your opinion? 

A This opinion of mine was stated to General von Brauchitsch in detail 
during an inspection of his at Antwerp. 

Q And what was his point of view? 


A He agreed with my opinion. 
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Q Q Yesterday, during cross-examination, you were questioned concerning 
the order that General von Reichenau had issued to his troops concerning 
treatment of civilian population. Did you receive that order? 

A Yes, I received that order. 

Q Did you pass it on? 

A No, I did not pass it on, 

Q Was your relation to the civilian population changed after receiving 
= this order? 

A No. 

Q Yesterday there was also talk concerning the orders, according to 
which no prisoners were to be taken in the East, Can you remember that you 
ever received any such Decree or Directive? 

A No. 


When and where did you hear concerning these directives? 


Q 
A I only heard of them here in Nurnberg, while studying the files. 
Q 


In the sector which was under your command as Commander-in-Chief, 
was any action taken according to an order like that? 

A No. 

Q In your territory were many prisoners taken? 

A We took a great many prisoners, 

Q Yesterday you were also shown a letter, by Rosenberg, dated 28 February 
1942, in which it stated that half-starving Russian prisoners were being shot. 
Do you know of any orders or decrees which were given out by any office at any 
time, according to which half starved prisoners were to be shot? 


A No. 
Q Did you, during your advance, find reasons to believe that the 
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enemies were shooting German prisoners? 

A Several times, 

Q You were also asked by the Russian Prosecutor, Colonel Pokrovsky, 
about an order, according to which the Germans, during the winter of 1941, 
took the felt shoes from the Russian prisoners of war. You stated to the 
questioning of Colonel Pokrovsky that you considered this order a military 
necessity. For what reason? 

A This is an order which lower commanders gave. We took the felt shoes 
away in order to guard our om men against frost-bite because we had a large 
number of casualties through freezing. We had to keep our soldidrs able to 
fight, 

Q Did these Russian soldiers have other shoes besides the felt shoes 
that you took away from them? 

A First of all, the Russians had another pair of shoes with them and in 

addition to that they received the shoes which our soldiers took off. 
DR. PELCKMANN: I have no further questions. 
DR. KEMPNER: I would like to be allowed to ask about a few things 
which came up right now, 
RE-CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY DR. KEMPNER: 


You stated here that you studied the files. What files did you study? 


What did they contain — what were they? 


Q 
A The files of the prosecution. 
Q 
A 


The indictments of the various prosecutors and the files that were 
connected with them. 
Q With whom did you study them? 


A I read them by myself. 
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Q With whom did you speak concerning this entire complex within the 
last three to four weeks? I do not mean Dr. Laternser, 

A With same Generals with whom I am living over there. 

Q Von Rundstedt? 


Not in detail with General von Rundstedt, 


No, I hardly spoke with General von Rundstedt concerning this question. 


A 
Q But in general? 
A 
Q 


What do you mean by "hardly?" 
A I did not speak to General von Rundstedt at all concerning this question. 
Q Within the last two minutes you have made three different statements - 
you "hardly" spoke with him about it, you "did not speak at all" with him about 
it and you said something else. Now what am I supposed to believe? 
A I did not speak with General von Rundstedt concerning the individual 
single indictment files. 
Q Did you speak with him after he was questioned here? 
Not concerning these files. 
You know very well that I do not mean concerning the files. I want 
whether you spoke to him concerning what happened here? 
General van Rundstedt explained to us what happened here, 
He made a speech to you concerning that, isn't that correct? 
No. 
Q He only told you? 
A Yes. 
Q Who else was there? There was somebody else there, who was that? 


You know exactly what I mean. There were some others present. Who were they? 


/ 
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A Field Marshal List. 
Q Who else? 
A General Westphal. 
Q Am I correct in saying that General Westphal also told you about his 
experiences up here? 
Yes, he also explained how it was up here. 
He discussed all questions and answers with you, is that correct? 
What questions and answers do you mean? 
Which I asked. 
Yes, some questions. 
Gereral von Leeb also talked to you about it. Am I correct? 
Yes. 
He also told you that Mr. Kempner asked certain questions up here, 
correct? 
Yes, that he did ask certain questions. 


He also gave you the answers that he gave here? 


Q 
A Yes, some of the answers. 
Q 


I went now to go over to another matter, When you were Commander— 
in-Chief of the Armored Force in the East...» 

IR. LATERNSER: Commissioner, I would like you to decide whether 

or not, after direct examination, the cross-examination and the re-direct 


examination, the Prosecution is allowed to ask any more questions. 


CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: ‘The Prosecution is allowed to cover ys A that 


, une 


‘axe brought out in re-direct ecani tation. and, anything which app bears on 
Gut fr Oradee 


the credibility of the witness is always eames: If the witness has 
A 


spoken to other witnesses and found out their answers, that certainly is 


very relevant. 
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BY DR. KEMPNER: 

Q This is a very short chapter I want to take up. How often did con- 
ferences occur between x the staff of your army and the staff of the neighbor- 
ing armie s? 


A We commanders-in-chief of the armies were at times called back to the 


Commander-in-Chief of the Army Group for discussions. In generalf that was 


not very often since the Commander-in-Chief of the Army Group visited us 
frequently. 

Q I asked you how often men of your staff talked with men of the staffs 
of the neighboring armies — weekly or monthly? 

A Meetings almost never and if they did talk together then it was by 
telephone, 

Q How often did they have telephone conversatiöns with the men of the 
neighboring armies -- every morning or every other morning? 

A There was a constant telephone connection, with the exception of short 
intervals when they were disrupted by enemy action. 

DR. KEMPNER: That is all. 


DR. LATERNSER: I am sorry but I also have to ask a few more 


questions in connection with the se questions here. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Well tnts can't go on forever; Bro Taternser, 
This is—your—witness—end-the Other | party Ls arrowed to nave Cros s-éxXamination. 

DR. LATERNSER: [-wee~already—fintshed-but through the” cuestioning 
of _the—Proseeution -new—quesbions arose. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: You may ask the questions. 


-————— a ae he eee a a ee ee 
Br A eee ae n a eT OTL Dbl ahah netted 
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DR. LATERNSER: Witness, where are you living at present? 

WITNESS: Over there in the prison, 

DR. LATERNSER: Are there other generals in that prison? 

WITNESS: Yes. 

DR. LATERNSIR: Can you met each other? 

WITNESS: Yes. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Is the point of this the question of whether 

he discussed this mtter with other generals or not? 

DR. LATERNSIR: I want to bring out with this questioning, in re- 
lation to the previous questioning, that the witnesses are together over 
there, they have the possibility of speaking together, and of course will 
exchange information when they are able to, 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: But what is the relevancy? 

DR. LATERNSER: ‘he reason for this questioning is because it seems 
evident that the Prosecution regards this discussion among the witnesses with 
a great importance. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: AlL the Prosecution has done, Dr. Laternser, is 
show that matters which have come up here have been discussed with at least 
two other witnesses who have appeared before the Commission before this 
witness appeared before it, and inbetween times, when he appeared and went 


back to the cell and when he came in the next morning. I do not see that 


they have gone any further. I don't see what you can further develop and I 


Aaah 1 Ay 


don 't see wna implications or inferences you can drawnfrom it. 
DR. LATERNSER: I have one last question. Witness, who gave you 
the files which you studied, that is, I mean the files we were talking about 


in previous questions? 
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WITNESS: I was sent these files by you. 

DR. LATERNSER: I have no further questions, 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: You testified that it was impossible to make 
preparatäons to take care of the huge number of prisoners of war that were 
captured in the Russian Campaign. 

WITNESS: Yes, that is sufficient preparations, 

DAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Were any preparations made at all? 

WITNESS: Yes, as far as we within the Army had to feed and take care 

of the prisoners we prepared for it or took care of it. We named leadership 

groups for these prisoners and also we prepared any food that these prisoners 
were to receive after being captured. And then we handed these prisoners over 
to the rear as fast as possible. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: What attempts were made by you to get food for 
the se prisoners: 

WITNESS: We received from the army stocks the food for the prisoners, 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Did you request more food for the prisoners? 


WITNESS: At times we fed them from our om stocks and especially 


during the battle of Wrasma, to which you might be referring, we did not receive 


any supplies from our rear because of transport. We attempted to receive mare 
stocks and mre material from the land we were in right then. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Didn't you anticipate that you would have huge 
numbers of prisoners of war to take care of? 

WITNESS: No, we didn't empect such large numbers, During the 
Battle of Wrasma we took several hundred thousand within a few days. At that 


time I was commander-in-chief of an armored group. 
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CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Under whose command was Kaminsky? 
WITNESS: I didn't understand the question. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: You said there was a Russian Brigade which was 
respmsible for the atrocities at Warsaw, at least a Berman Brigade, composed 
of Russian soldiers who were responsible for the atrocities at Warsaw. 

WITNESS: Yes, 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Who was the commander of that Brigade? 

WITNESS: Kaminsky, a Russian. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Under whose command was he? 

WITNESS: That was an SS Brigade, under the direct command of Gener 
von dem Bach, Wa 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Did you have any control over this general? 

WITNESS: No, 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: You said that you wanted Germany to get its 
colonies back. 

WITNESS: Yes. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Were there other generals of the same opinion? 

WITNESS: Yes. 

CAPTAIN BUBRIDY: Would you say it was a general attitude of the 
General Staff to-hoid—that—opinion? 

WITNESS: Yes, 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Did the General Staff anticipate that it would be 
possible to obtain these colonies back by negotiation? 

WITNESS: Yes. 


CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: And if they couldn't be obtained by REN EUR 


whab-then?- 


al 


N 
| rt 
Vv 





TT 


CABTALWXTMERT RES XT 
WITNESS: Then we never would have received them, 
CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: ‘That is all. The witness may retire, 
(The Commission adjourned at 1045 hours, ) 
-0-0=0=-0 -0=0- 0-0= 0-0= O= Om Om Om O= C= O= 0- 0-0-0 
The foregoing is a true and correct transcript of the testimony of 
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I de mt remember any specific imples from memcry but the 
Court Martial records c he : you about then. 
On pase 4 of the affidavit Noe 1h, General von dem Bach-Zelewski 


States ns follows, and I quo’ fall of 1943 virtually the 


entirchorder between the Army Grow; North and army Group Center was occupied 


by a strongly led partisan unit, On my partisan map I designatcd this area 


as a partisan republic. Both the Army leader of the Vitebsk irea, that 
is, Generel ühineharit, 2s well as I, reported these dangers in memoranda. 
These memorenca were exchanged between the Commando Staff Reichsfuchrer SS 
and the OKH." General, I want to ask you whether you too sent a memorandum 
to the Heichsfuchrer SS? 
Without a doubt you are spenking here cf the prrtisen orea south 
of solotzk, which I 2lrecdcy Lked aboute I pointed out the dangers of this 
roups several times in memoranda to hirher heacquarters anc asked 
rescrves in order to combat thesc mene Ki my mmorsnda went only 
I never reported 
it to the Heichsfuchrcer SS. 
The arosecuti.n 2 resented yesterday Lffidavit Noe 24, US. 5 
Colonel rolin, and I gucte- from this statement: "I was at the beginning 
war, First General Staff Off: of the 17th armored “ivision." I 
few sentences wherein the | 
nel Folin, talks about the Commissar Order, anc now I quote a-ains 
as for all formations of she Eastern \rmies." I would like to 
now, sccorcins to your military knowledre, whether a First General 
ficer of fn armored. Division can give this kind of fer-reachine in- 
information that the Commissar Decree was me for all 
srn arnies? 
In itself, a First General Staff Officer of a Division cannot judge 
tter like thet. However, it is possible that the distribution on this 
ras marked to a formations or all units. 
In other words, he could have seen from the distribution that this 
Ging distributed and where it was beine distributed. Dia he, 
First General Staff Ofiicer of a Division, have the possibility to sce 


whether or not this order was carried out on the entire front? 
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not have thet possibility and the best proof cf this 


the Necree wis not passedon to all army formations and therefore he 


a division on the front informed of the position of the neigh- 
R 
oppositce he only found ut what was absolutely 
necessery for our district, on order of the Fuchrer hi.self, in order to kcep 
it secrete 
what Civisions were on 


de 


your risht and on your left 


4 


intentions or 


Cat TaLN TUSRIDY ou nuan you did net know the plans òf the 
civisi.ns on the rizht 
RITRESS: 
CAiT4.IN TUBRIDY: But you cid not know the ı f the divisio 
ur rizht and le 
WITNESS: No, I was d in cetail ofthe plans of the 
neighboring cCivisicr 
nhether you wereinfomed in 
red whether yi 
rientation concerning the kmewledre 


sion ab the plans and in íf ncichboring divisicns from 


have any information ecncerning 
to gencral 
affairs. Th encral question is whether a Gencral Staff Officer of one 
division would know ple and operatiors of divisicns on either side. 
witness is testifying to a gencral practice he should not be talking 
wi civisione 


"Re L.TERNEER: 
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You answered yester“ay, to esticn of Dre Kempner, that you 


pub in chage of the provisional staff that was to prepare for a landing 


nelande i aff think of the possibilities of a landing like 
s 


ction was, in our eyes, extremely difficult. I ccnsicered 


veing very small. 

Lid you let your superiors know of your opinion? 

This opinion of mine was stated to General von 3rauchistch in 
@eteil during an inspection cf his at Antwerp. 

And what was his point cf view? 

He agreed with my opinione 

Yesterday, curing sur crpss examination, ycu were guesticned cone 
cerning the order tht General von Reichenau had issued to his tro DS con= 
cerning ‚atment of civilian populdtione Did vou receive that order? 

I received thet order. 
you passit on? 

your reletion to the civilian population changed afterze- 


order? 


talk concerning the orders, according 
taken in the East. Can you remember that 
or Directive? 
When and where did you hen ncerning these cirectives? 
I only heard of them here in Nurnberz, while studyine the files. 
In the sectcr whichwas uncer your command as Comnancerein-Chief, 
was anysetion taken according to an order like that? 
In y ur territory were many prisoners taken: 
“reat many prisonerse 
were also shown a letter, by Rosenberg, dated 28 
it stated that half-starvin; Russians prisoners 


orders or decrees which were given out 





Im 


office et any time, according to which half st-rved pris ners were 


e shot? 


you, Curing your advance, find reasons to belicve tle t the 


Y 


mies were shooting German prisoners? 


Several timcse 


were also asked by the Russian irosecutor, General Iokrovsky, 


arer, according to which the German, curing the winter of 191, 


k the felt shces from the Russian pris one of ws. 1 ated to the 
of Colonel Fokrovsky thet you consicered this order a military 
'orwhat reason? 
is an order which lower commanders <2vee “e took the felt 
order to zuard our cm men acainst frost-dite because we had 
a larce number of casualitios throush freezinz. We hac to keep our soldiers 
ablo to firht, 


lic these Russian soldiers have other shoes besides the felt shoes 


the shoes 


PTurthner cuceti 
no lurtner questi 
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With whom did you speak concerning this entire complex within the 
last three or four weekse do not mean Dr. Laternser. 
With some Generals with whom I am living over therce 
Von Rundstedt? 
Not in detail, with General von uundstedt, 
But in general? 
ily spoke with General von Runlste’t concerning this 


È 


do you mean by "hardly"? 
I did not speak to General ven Rundstedt at aliconcerning this 
questione 
.ithin the vo eS J aave made ee different state- 
ments you "hardly" spoke with him about i y id not speak at all" 
with him about it anc ic line else Now what am I supposed to 
‚elicve? 
Lae speak with General von hundstedt concerning the indivi- 
‘ual single incictment files. 
you speak to him after he was questione) here? 
concerning these filese 
know very well that I do not mean concerning the files. I 
mnow whether you spo o hi cerni what happened here? 


General von Aundstedt explained to us what happened heree 


> a speech to you concerning that, isn’t that correct? 


is there? There wassomebody else there, who was that? 


exactly what I mean. There were thers presente Who were 





dunce Bæ lela 


field Marshal Liste 


“ho else ? 
Gen.ral westph 
Am I correct 


riences vic 


and answers with you, is that correct ? 


questions an. answe o you mean ? 


. 


I askede 
some questions, 


n Leeb z > talked to you about it. 1 I correct ? 


certain questions up here, is 


cr matter. When you were Commander-in- 


ilit 


cecide whether or not, 


lirect examination, the re-cirect examination, 
the Frosecution is allowed. to ask any mo 


3 
Ce pan 


The Prosecution is allowed to cover new matters that 


n in this connection anythinz which 
srs is always relevant. 


cut their answers, that 


this er i want to take up. How often did conferen- 


ecur between the staff of your army anc. the f the neizhborinr ar- 


Ne eommanders=-In=Chief of the armies were at times called back to the 


nanler=-in=Chief of the army 


Group for discussions. In general that was not 


often since the Commanccrein=Chief of the Army Group visited us frequently 
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how often men of your staff talked with men of the staffs 


? 


armies == weekly cr monthly 


un a a ieee EE E 
nost never and if 


they dic talk to:ether then it was by telee 


dic they telephone conversaticns with the men of the neie 
J - 


=- covery morning or every other morning : 


a constant telephone connection, with the exception of short 


they were cisruptec by enemy action. 


That is 


I am sorry but I also have to ask a few more questions 


Be mg 
VLON 


onnection wita these quis 


CaFPTaIN TBIRDYs You may ask. the questions. 
LxaTERNSER: Witness, where are you living at 


SESS Over there in the prison. 
La TERNSER -r generals in that priscn ? 


the question of whether he discu- 


questioninz, in relation 


ether aver there, they 


WLUNESSSS 1D 


ether, and of course will exchange informa- 


relevancy ? 


for this questioninzs is because it seems evi- 


ciscussion amon 


lone, Dr. Laternser, is show 


been ciscussed with at lcast two 


mmission before this witness 


appeared before it, times, when he appearc. and went back ts the 
when he cane rninz. Ido not see that they have cone am 
further, an further develop and I con't see what furthe 
1 be craw from it, 


im:elications or inferences can 





have onc last questi,ne :iütness, who gave you the fil 


is, I mean the files we were talking about in previous 


I was sent these files by youe 
TERNSERs I havo no further questions, 


You testificd that it was imrossiblc to make prepara- 


care of the huge number of prisoners of war that wore captured 


Picient »reparations. 

preperations made at all ? 

within the Army had to feed and take care of 
care 9 x amed lcor.dershin 


we prepared any food that these prisoners 


handed these prisoners over 


od for these 


and especially during 
did not reweive 
fe attemmted to receive more 


in right then, 


would have huge num- 


didn't expect such large numbers. “uring the Battle 
several hundred thousand within a few d At that time 
snder-in=-chicf of an armored groupe 
IN TUSRIDY: Under whose command was Kaminsky ? 
didn't understand the question. 
Lore was a Russian Brigade which was respone 
4 Warsaw, nt least a Germen 3rigaic, eompoerd of 


soldicrs who were resronsiblic for thg at WarsawWe 


533: YAM AA 
+ H0979 - 0023 





Dahlen ete WIM 
1 1 Lesser H0979 0024 


CAPTA IN TUBRIDY's f ms the commander of that Brigade ? 


Kamins ky 
TUBRIDYs Whder whose commnd was he ? 


That was an SS Brigade, under the dircet command of Genernl 


Did you have any control over this general Kaminsky ? 


Cart/IN TUBRIDYs You said that you wanted Germany to got its colonies 


fITNESSs Yese 


CALTLIN TUBRIDY s u say it was a general attitude of the Gene- 


meral Staff anticipate that it would be 
back by negotiations ? 
obtained by negotiation ? 
would have received theme 


retiree 


correct. transcrip 
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Mabel fe Lesser 
reporter 


CERTIFIED TO 
osenh F bri 
Jos h Fe Tubridy 
commissioner 
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Antliche Niccerschrift der Zeugengussagen über 
angoklagte Orcanis "tionen vor dor vou Internse 
tionale n Militärgerichtshof en 13, März 1946 
cenäsg 4 ernannten Kommission, 
25, Juni 1946 
TUBRIDY 
Organisations: alstab 


G-aternser. 


Weitere Vernehmung (Wiederverhér) 
des Zeugen Generaloberst Reinha 
DURCH DR. LATERNSER: 

Fs; Horr Zeuge, ich habe noch eine LUO den Affidavit Nr, 14, 
dass die Anklagebchörle gestern vorgelegt hat unc cas von den Zeu- 
gen Generel der Polizei von dem “-cr-Zolewski abgegeben worden ist. 
Zelewski gibt auf Sei 3 folsendes a "Es ist ohne Frege gleicher“ 
nassen von Wehrunchtformntionen „is zuch SS= unc Polizciverbincen 
bei Gesennassnehnen weit Über 
Gonerslbesprechung, “ic Schenckenlorff abhiclt, ist diese 

estzestellt worden." Ich möchte Sie nun frn.'en, was von Ihrer Seite 
nus veronlnsst worden ist, wenn Sie Meldunsen erhielten, cass die 
Truppe bei Danlenkämpfe XZOSSC begangen hatte? 
Wenn dater »i Bandenunternehmen sich Übergriffe zu Schul- 
len schirfsten Stra- 
n dem Gebiet von General Schenekendđorf und 
General der Polizei von dem Bach zugetragen hatte, weiss ich nichts, 
Fs: Können Sic ein besonders narkantes Beispiel dafür angeben, 
‚cn einen Exzess,cobegengen von eigenen Sollaten, beson- 
einsesriffen haben? 
Beispiele kenn ich nicht nehr anführc 
inneruns. Defür müss’ ibe "ie Gerichtsekten der Armee 

F: Auf Seite des Al nvits Nr. 14 gibt General von den D 

Zelewski fol;scndes < h ziticre: "Im Herbst 43 war fast 


ganze Gebiet an dc Tal elle der beiden Heeresgruppen Nord 
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Mitte von ciner stroffscführten Partiscnengruppe besetzt, Auf meiner 


v25,Juni-ASchn=-2-Vchl 


Pertisanen-Inzckarte bezeichnete ich ñieses Gebiet e Partisanen= 
repuplik. Sowohl der zustämlige Armeeführer in Witebsk (Generale 
Reinhsrdat) als such ich machten in Denkschriften zuf diose 
oufnerksan. Diese Denksch.-irften wurden zwischen dem Komunndo- 
ab Reichsführer SS und dem OKH ausgetzuscht," Ende des Zitotss, 
Herr Generaloberst, ich möchte Sie frozen, ob Sic eine etwe vere 
fasste Denkschrift auch an den Reichsführer oben? 
handelt sich offensichtlich um das gI andengce biet sül- 
otzk, das ich schon erwähnt habe in meiner Aussage, Die grose 
die darin lag, habe ich mehrfach in Denkschriften nach 
oben gemeldet und un Reserven gebeten zur Dekämpfung dieser Banden, 
Meine Denkschriften sind an cen Generclfcldnorschall von Kluge, 
meinen Vorgesetzten, gegangen. An den Reichsführer SS hebe ich niec- 
nals berichtet darüber, 
F: Die Anklas it gestern weiter das Affidavit Nr, 
sten von Bonin USA 565, vorgelegte Ich zitic 
lichen Erklärung: "Ich war zu Beginn ĉes 
Generelstebsoffizier der 17. Panr:z2/.ivision," h lessennun einige 
Aussteller, Oberst von Bonin, gi dann hinsichtlich 
des aisser-DBefcehls en und itic Dies Befehl galt für 
alle Einhciten des Osthe 
Ich wollte Sie nun fragen, auf Grund Ihrer militärischen Kenntnisse, 


ob cin Genernlstabsoffizier einer Panzerdivision einen derortigen 


Überblick üb: r eine so weit ausgedehnte Front, wie die Ostfront, 


angeben kanı dass Jieser Befehl für alle Einheiten 
es gegolten ł 
ån sich kann đer erste Gonerclstcbsoffizicr einer Division 
Frage nicht beurteilen, Es kann aber sein, Ce auf dicsen 


der Verteiler vorzcschrieben war: "An: alle ppen bekannte 


Fs. Br hätte also 2 dem Vertciler ersehen können 
dem Befvhl gestanden hat, cass dieser D C i & gelengt 
absoffizier einer Division die Mözglich- 


1583 





NNN 


keit zu tiberschen, Cass dieser Befchl ganzen Front durchge= 


25 JunieASchne3-Weahl 


fiihrt worden ist? 


Diese Möglichkeit hatte ni 3 es beweist die 


der Befehl nicht an alle len wsitergegeben worden 
dass er falsch geurteilt 
F: Ist überhaupt dic Truppe einer Division on einer Front orien- 
worden über die Lage der Nachbar-Division? 

Nein, in Gegenteil. Wir haben alle nur dos Notwen’igste cre 
fehren, was für unseren Berei salt, suf den ausdrücklichen Führer- 
befchl hin wegen Geheir 

CAPT, TUDRIDY: 

Ps Wollen Sic damit sagen, dass Sic nicht cimmal gewusst heben, 
was für Divisionen links unt rechts von Ihnen waren? 

A: Das haben wir gewusst, al Lic wos drüben für Absichten 
oder Aufträ;o vorlascen, 

F: Wollen Sic dani agen, dass Sie noch nicht einmal Jie Pläne 


der Divisionen recht und links 


wussten 


nicht in Einzelnen orientiert 


tie Pläne genau erforhren 
ragt, ob Sie lic erfshren haben, 

As Nicht inner. 

DR.LATERNSER: Ich hatte ĉie Frage über dic Orienticrung einer 
Division und über Cie Absicht. oier Aufträge für lie Nochbar—Divi- 
sionen gostellt und zwer von Standpunkt dioser Komuission mus, 

A: Die Division wusste darüber nicht 

CAPT,TUSRIDY: Ich elrubte, der Zeuge werde über allgeneine Pra- 
gen sprechen, die mit dem OKW zuscnuenhängene Er gibt aber nur Ant- 
vorton über einzelne Divisionen und ihre Nechbarpline. Wenn de 
Zeuge über Allgsemeinheiten sprechen will oder soll, dann soll er 


nicht von seiner eigenen Division sprechen, 





DT, 


25.Juni=-ASchn=-4-Vchl 
DURCH DR,LATERNSER: 

F: Ich bin mit Cicsor Defraci.y; sowieso zu Ende, Sie heben ge= 
stern, < fra_en durch Dr, Kenpner angegeben, Äässs Sie einen Vere 
suchstab geführt heben, der cingesctzt worden war zur Vorbereitung 
einer Lancung in England, Wie beurtcilte dieser Stab die Aussichten 
für cin derertises Unternehnen? 

As Das Untornehnen wer in unseren Augen ausserordentlich schwice 
rig. Die Aussichten des Gelingens beurteilte ich als sehr geringe 

F: Haben Sic diesen Standpunkt auch Ihren Vorgesetzten vorze= 
trogen? 

4: Dieser Standpunkt ist von mir dem Generzlfelđnarschall von 
Brauchitsch bei einen Besuch in Antwerpen cindeutic zur Sprache gc- 
bracht worden, 


F: Und wie wa en Standpunkt? 


ter Befehl vorseha 
den. General von R,ichenau über 


den besetzten Ostsebiet herseusse 


Den Befehl hebe ich bekomien, 
ihn weitergegeben? 
abe ihn nicht weitergeg 
inlt cieses Befeh 
ert? 
gestern weiter in Kreuzverhör von Befehlen gespro= 
eine Gefongenen zu machen scien, Können Sie 


erinnern, jena einen derartigen Befehl erhalten zu haben? 


Von diesen de a Nar ich hier erst in Nürnberg bein Stu- 
dium der Akten 


Fs: Ist in Ihren Bereich, ¢ i als Obcrbefchlshtber unter- 
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stand, entsprechend 
Nein, 
Sind gerai 

Wir haben 
Fe wurde 


1942 vorgchelten, in 


russische Gefangene erscho 


"han 
ruder y 


fangene zu crschie 


worden sind? 


Tai as a er 
open Vie 

Fa y + A NA ow 1 + 
Mac T 9 Lew Zw = AC £1 von 


worden sinc? 
Mehrfach. 
sin? dann 
Herrn Oberst 
nung, nach 


Jie sie trugen, abg 
des Herrn Obersten 
rechtfertigt erz 
Es hanlelte 


de 
Die 


Erfrierungzen 


halten 


sowjctrussischen Sold 


Sticfel 


he und ausser 


dei 


uns Soläerten zUszo: 


RNSER: Ich 


solchen 


'e in Ihren Le 


Ihnen weit 


den berichte 


bein Vorgchen Feststellunce 


der Gegenseite ı 


weiter 
Sor ia Winter 1941 cen 
enor: 
Pok 
chteten, 
sich 


7 slice 
Abnahne 


yg + 
LLU 


d Jea 


elten 
Lten 


erhi 


hebe keine 


AT 


len irgendwie gehandclt worlen? 


Defe 


reich vicle Gefangene genn 


sehr viel Gefnrngene 


or ein Drief von Rosenber;; vom 28, Febr, 


14 worden ist, dass halbverhun erte 


n worden scien, Wissen Sic ctwas 


Befe Ziel, halbverhungerte Gee 


jennals von irgendeiner Stelle herausgescben 


der Richtung sce 


> 


7 In 


deutsche Gefanrone erscho 


ssen 


aen russischen An- 


>okrowski, fiber eine: 


russischen 


en wercen solle Sie sagten auf die Frage 


-owsky ‘diesen als militärisch 


welchen Griinden? 


- m -PA = = a Ze EEE te ur 
nen Befehl, Gen untere Kommanceure 


'ilzst gt, um unsere 


ehabt und mussten unsere Solisten 


allen Mitteln, 


icsen Filzstic- 


gehabt? 


Russen bei sich 


J sie dafür 
‚Ce 


weitere 
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DURCH 
Erlouben Sic 


Cass Sie hier 


das, woraus bestand 


se der verschiel 


Aktennsterial. 


wen haben Sie da 


We 
ao 


ür mich 


‘s Mit welchen Herren hab 


zen Koriplex während 
Lrternser sclbstv 


einzelnen Generalen, 


Mit Herrn von Runcsted 


Er ED 
von Runäs 


sprochen? 
ter le 


konn nit ihn 


As Mit Feldns 
einzelnen Anklaseskten nicht 


no 
ko 


fen war? 


ich 


ngen ist, 


icu noch 2 Fragen stelle. 


studiert haben, 


lenen 


en Sic 


orstandlich. 


tzten N 


2 eben Sie 


0, 


Sie haben ge- 


Welche Akten 


s 
des? 


Anklëä liegender 


studiert hior unte 


sclesen. 


über Cen gan- 


coruber 


Wochen? Ich meine nicht Herrn 


AXE untergebracht 


en 


vis. 


stedt 


rschicdene 
Sic heben überhaupt nicht 


soll ich z12uben? 


ges prochen, 


hier vernotmen 


nicht über die Akten frage. Über 


dertiber sprochen? 


kan 
—I~ { 
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A: Der Feldnerschall von Runlstedt hat uns erzählt, wie es 


25.Juni=-ASchn-7-YTahl 


gewesen ist, 


F: Er hat Ihnen cinen genauen Vortrog gehalten? Ist das rich- 


Nein, 


Er hat Ihnen nur erzählt? 


F; Wer war noch dabei? Es war noch jemand dabei, 
Wer war Anbei? Wie Feldänmarschall von Rundstedt über 
zählt hat? 

Az: Foeldmarschall von"Moenstcein, 

i: Weiter, Sie wissen es ganz -onau,. Sic können sich cin biss- 
chen becilen, 

A: Felcnarschall List, 

F: Weiter, 

General Westphal, 
FP; Generel Westphal hat Ihnen auch iber seit fohrungen hier 


unten erzählt? Ist das richtig? 


Antworten mit Ihnen erörtcrt, 


Antworten s 


Einzelne 


Herr von eb hs uch mit Ihnen darüber sp shen, Ist das 


hicr bestimite 
würde, Ist das richtig? 
bestimmte Frogen gestellt hat, 


die Antworten erzählt, dic er gegeben hat, 


Antworten, ja. 
etwas anderes: Als Sie den Oberbefehl übe: 


zer hatten, haben Sie,... 
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DR.LATERNSER: Herr Präsident, ich möchte die Frag geprüft wis- 
sen, ob der Herr Anklagevertreter nach Durchführung des Kreuzver- 
hörs und: meines Rückverhörs nunmehr noch berechtigt ist, Fragen án 
den Zeugen zu richten, 

CAPT.TUBRIDY: Die Anklage kann Fragen über neue Sachen stellen, 
die sie in ihrem zweiten Verhör aufgestellt haben, und in iesen 
Zusamuenhang ist alles das, was sich darauf bezieht, ob der Zeuge 
richtige Aussagen macht, auch erheblich, Unc es ist wirklich sehr 
erheblich, wenn der Zeuge mit anderen Leuten gesprochen hat, li 
hier auch Aussagen gemacht haben. i 

DR.KEMPNER: Der Abschnitt wird ganz kurz sein, cen ich hier be= 
rühren were. 

DURCH DR.KEMPNER: 
F: Wie oft haben Konferenzen stattgefunden zwischen den Herren 


Ihres Strbes und den Herren der Nachbararucen? 


A: Wir Oberbefehlshaber sind in verschicülcenen Zeiträuien zu un- 


seren Oberbefehlshaber der Heeresgruppe zu Besprechungen zusannen= 


gerufen worden. Im allgemeinen selten, weil der Oberbefehlshaber 
der Heeresgruppe uns mehrfach oder mehr selbst besucht hat, 
= i E 
frogt, wie oft Herren Ihres Stabcs mit dem Herren 


der Stäbe der Nachbarneen gesprochen haben, wöchentlich oder nonat- 
lich? ‚ | 

Az Zusonnuenkinfte fast nie. Wenn sie gesprochen haben, dann tee 
lefonisch, 

FP: Wic oft haben Sie nit Ihren Nachbararnecn telefonische Ver- 
bindung gehnbt, jeden Morgen ode" jolen zweiten Morgen? 

As Telefonische Verbincungchat immer bestoenden nit Ausnehne der 
kurzen Unterbrechungen durch Zerstörung, 

DReKEMPNER: Das ist alles, 

DR,LATERNSER: Ich bedauere, ich muss cuch noch einige Frosen in 
Anschluss an Ciese Frogen stellen. 

CAPTJTUBRIDY: Sie können Ihre Fragen stellen, 
DURCH DR,LATERNSER: 


Fe Wo befinden Sie sich zur Zeit? 





m 


25. Juni-ASchn-9-Vohl 
Drüben in Gefängnis, 


den sich im Gefängnis noch andere Generale? 


miteinander verkehren? 


ner 


CAPT,TUBRIDY: Wollen Sie mit dieser Fragestellung klären, ob er 
£ ? 


anderen Genernolen gesprochen hat? 
DR, LATERNSER: Nein. Ich will nur nit dieser Befragung 
feststellen, zus denen sich ergibt, dass selbstverständ- 


miteinander sprechen, V ic dazu in der Lage 


CAPT, TUBRIDY: In welcher 

DR. LATERNSER: Weil durch die Be sung des Anklis gewissen 
Punkten der Besprechung unter den Zeuge 

deutung beisenes n werden soll. 

CAPT, TUBRIL h weiss nur,dass ĉie Anklage 
hercusgebrzcł 

Konnission vernomnen 
und Antworten vor dieser Kommission, Was Sie 

sonst weiter cure hre Befragung beweisen und prüfen wollen,kann 
ich nicht erschen. 

DR, LATERNSER : 

IRCH DR, LATERNSER : 
Von wem sind Ihnen die Akten zur Verfügung gestellt worden, 

auf čie Sie in der Aussage Dezug genommen haben? 

As Diese Akten sind mir von Ihnen zugeschickt worden, 

DR,LATERNSER: Jawohl, ich habe keine weiteren Fragen mehr, 
DURCH CAPT, TUBRIDY: 

haben cussesagt, da | gewesen sei, Vorberei- 

tum;en zu treffen für die grosse Anzahl von Gefangenen, die Sie gee 
macht haben? 

A: Je, ausreichende Vorbercıtungen, 

F: Wurden irgendwelche Vorbereitungen getroffen? 

A: Soweit wir innernhahb der Armee Gefnngene zu versorgen und 
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abzuschieben hatten, haben wir bei uns dafür gesorgt. Wir haben 


254duni-ASchm-10-Wahl 


Führunzs-Kommanlos bestimmt und ebenso ĉie Versorgung der Gefangene) 
sowcit sie in unserem Dereich waren, besorgt, unt dann die Gefange- 
nen möglichst schnell nach rückwärts abgegebene 
F; Welche Vorbercitungen wurden von Ihnen getroffen, um Nahrungs- 
mittel für ciese Gefangenen zu erhalten? 
A: Aus den Deständen der Armee wurde die Verpflegung für die Ge= 
geschossen, 
Heben Sie mehr Nahrungsmittel für lie Gefonsenen verlangt? 
Wir hoben ous unseren Be.tinden gegeben. Wir sind von rück- 
wärts teilweise in dieser Schlacht von Jasmn, auf či s besonders 
onkommt, nicht versorgt worden, weil der Nachschub nicht ging, und 
ersucht, cus dem Land Vorräte noch dazu zu bekommen, 
Sie nicht erwarte lass Si ine enorme Anzehl von 
renen hoben 
solch grosse Zchl haben wir nicht erwartete Es handelte 
Schlacht von Jasmo um mehrere Hunderttausende in weni- 


rr 


Zeit war ich kommencicrender Genersl eines 


Kaminski? 


TD 


ssische Brigade für lie Greueltaten, 
7 


7 A E. a + ad u ER a. Fr r a Er 
„cutsche Srirade mit russische aaten in Ware 


antwortlich war? 


Wer war der Kommandant dieser Brigade? 
As Kaminski, ein Russe, 
F: Unter wessen Defehl stand cr? 
Ins war eine SS-Drignde unter dem unmittelbaren Defehl von 


> 


von cem Bach, 
Hatten Sie irgendwelche Defchlsgewelt über diesen General? 
Nein, 
haben ausgesagt, dass Sie wollten, 
Kolonien zurtickerhilt? 
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can 
Ce 


Hat es andere Genercle gege je derselben Meinung waren? 


Ja. 
Würden Sic sagen, 


neralstabes war? 


kaen 


dacht, dass iese Kolonien durch Dise 
kussionen und Verhandlungen guriickerhalten werden könnten? 


As Jas 


Fs Uni wenn Sie nicht durch friedliche Verheandlunzen zurücker- 


pes 


halten werden konnten, wes dann? 


vw 


nrs Dann hätten wir sie nie bekommen, 


CAPT.TUBRIDY: Das ist alles. 


(Damit wor die Vernehmung des Zeugen Generaloberst Reinhardt be- 


endet). 


Das Vorstehende ist cine Niederschrift 


sagen vom 25,Juni 1946. 
Rudolf Wahl 


Unterschricbens 
Gerichtsstcnosreaph 


Beglaubigt: Captain Joscph F, Tubridy 
BENULTLACtCYr. 





